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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
10/8/2009 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -6, 8-1 0, 1 2-1 4, 1 6-24 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-6, 8-10, 12-13, 16-17, 19-20, 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Stawikowski, US 7,159,007 (Hereinafter, Stawikowski) in 
view of Dani, et al. US 7,386,860 (Hereinafter, Dani). 
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Regarding Claim 1, Stawikowski discloses "method of offering a service 
provided by a server computer in a communication network comprising sending, from a 
server computer that provides a service to a client computer, a service description 
document in a language for describing web services". Specifically, the communication 
system described in this invention uses a service description document 61 offering 
(Stawikowski, col 5,ln 35-45). 

Stawikowski also discloses "which is independent of any client or user 
characteristic, defining the type of data exchanged between said server and any client 
when said service is executed". Specifically, that describes the capabilities of one or 
several WEB services 21, 21' on automation equipment 10, in other words that 
.describes the WEB services that automation equipment 10 is capable of supplying or 
offering (Stawikowski, col 5, In 35-45). 

Stawikowski also discloses "the service description document comprising a 
description defining the type, content and sequencing of data exchanged between said 
server and any client when said service is executed". Specifically, a service description 
document 61 specifies a set of requests (request name, nature and name of 
parameters, request attributes) (Stawikowski, col 5, In 65 - col 6, In 5). 

Stawikowski also discloses "and a description of a processing functionality 
implemented during a preprocessing or post-processing of data in XML format of a 
message exchanged during the execution of said service on the communication 
network". Specifically, a the service description document 61 is conform with a service 
description language referring to the SOAP protocol or to the HTTP or HTTPS protocol 
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and providing grammar based on the XML language or XML diagrams defined by the 
W3C.) (Stawikowski, col 6, In 5-10). 

Stawikowski also discloses "wherein the description of said processing 
functionality comprises a list of properties supported by said processing functionality, 
said properties defining at least respectively, the node in the communication network 
adapted to execute said processing, and the type of processing". Specifically, a service 
description document 61 specifies a set of requests (request name, nature and name of 
parameters, request attributes) (Stawikowski, col 5, In 65 - col 6, In 5). 

Dani also discloses "wherein the description of said processing functionality 
comprises a property adapted to specify whether the processing to be carried out is 
obligatory or optional". Specifically, an optional extensions field (Dani, col 24, In 55-60). 
It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine Dani with Stawikowski to include optional extensions. The motivation do so 
would be to include additional information in the service reference (Dani, col 24, In 55- 
60). 

Regarding Claim 2, Stawikowski also discloses "wherein said processing 
functionality defines processings adapted to produce or use data in XML format defined 
in a first abstract part of a service description document". Specifically, a the service 
description document 61 is conform with a service description language referring to the 
SOAP protocol or to the HTTP or HTTPS protocol and providing grammar based on the 
XML language or XML diagrams defined by the W3C.) (Stawikowski, col 6, In 5-10). 
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Regarding Claim 3, Stawikowski also discloses "method according to Claim 2, 
wherein the description of said processing functionality is inserted in said first abstract 
part of the service description document", pecifically, a message representing an 
abstract definition of a transmitted data type (for example string, boolean, etc. . . . ). A 
WSDL binding is conform with the WSDL language and is based on the XML language. 
(Stawikowski, col 2, In 50-55). 

Regarding Claim 4, Stawikowski also discloses "method according to Claim 1, 
wherein said preprocessing or said post-processing is implemented via a script 
language". Specifically, JAVA servlet, a JSP application, an ASP application, etc. All or 
some of this computer application 31 is generated and deployed 52 by means of a 
development application 41 (Stawikowski, col 5ln 8-15). 

Regarding Claim 5, Stawikowski also discloses "method according to Claim 1, 
wherein said processing functionality is defined as a data item in XML format in a first 
abstract part of a service description document". Specifically, a message representing 
an abstract definition of a transmitted data type (for example string, boolean, etc. . . . ). 
A WSDL binding is conform with the WSDL language and is based on the XML 
language. (Stawikowski, col 2, In 50-55). 
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Regarding Claim 6, Stawikowski also discloses "method according to Claim 5, 
wherein said data item in XML format defining said processing functionality is encoded 
in a second concrete part of the service description document". Specifically, a the 
service description document 61 is conform with a service description language 
referring to the SOAP protocol or to the HTTP or HTTPS protocol and providing 
grammar based on the XML language or XML diagrams defined by the W3C.) 
(Stawikowski, col 6, In 5-10). 

Regarding Claim 8, Stawikowski also discloses "method according to Claim 1, 
wherein said processing functionality also comprises a property adapted to specify 
whether said processing is carried out on the sending or reception of said message". 
Specifically, a service description document 61 specifies a set of requests (request 
name, nature and name of parameters, request attributes) (Stawikowski, col 5, In 65 - 
col 6, In 5). 

Regarding Claim 9, Stawikowski also discloses "method according to Claim 1 , 
wherein said processing functionality also comprises a property adapted to specify the 
message or a set of messages to which said processing applies". Specifically, a service 
description document 61 specifies a set of requests (request name, nature and name of 
parameters, request attributes) (Stawikowski, col 5, In 65 - col 6, In 5). 
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Regarding Claim 10, Stawikowski also discloses "method according to Claim 1, 
wherein said processing functionality also comprises a property adapted to define the 
data produced or used by said processing, and possibly the type of said data". 
Specifically, a service description document 61 specifies a set of requests (request 
name, nature and name of parameters, request attributes) (Stawikowski, col 5, In 65 - 
col 6, In 5). 

Regarding Claim 12, Stawikowski also discloses "method according to Claim 1, 
wherein, for at least one property supported by said processing functionality, the 
description of said processing functionality comprises a list of values attributable to said 
property". Specifically, a service description document 61 specifies a set of requests 
(request name, nature and name of parameters, request attributes) (Stawikowski, col 5, 
In 65 -col 6, In 5). 

Regarding Claim 13, Stawikowski also discloses "method of testing access to a 
service by a client computer in a communication network, from a service description 
document, comprising the following steps implemented by said client computer". 
Specifically, the communication system described in this invention uses a service 
description document 61 offering (Stawikowski, col 5, In 35-45). 

Stawikowski also discloses "extracting from said service description, provided by 
a server computer offering a said service, document a description of a processing 
functionality implemented during a preprocessing or the post-processing of data in XML 
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format of a message exchanged during the execution of the service on the 
communication network". Specifically, a the service description document 61 is conform 
with a service description language referring to the SOAP protocol or to the HTTP or 
HTTPS protocol and providing grammar based on the XML language or XML diagrams 
defined by the W3C.) (Stawikowski, col 6, In 5-10).Stawikowski also discloses "reading, 
from the extracted description of said processing functionality, a value associated with a 
property adapted to specify a node in the communication network adapted to execute 
the processing". Specifically, a service description document 61 specifies a set of 
requests (request name, nature and name of parameters, request attributes) 
(Stawikowski, col 5, In 65 - col 6, In 5). 

Dani also discloses "reading, from the extracted description of said processing 
functionality, a value of a property adapted to specify whether the must be executed by 
the client computer". Specifically, an optional extensions field (Dani, col 24, In 55-60). 

Dani also discloses "verifying whether the processing is supported by the client 
computer in the communication network when said processing is obligatory and must be 
executed by said client computer in the communication network". Specifically, an 
optional extensions field (Dani, col 24, In 55-60). It would be obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine Dani with Stawikowski to include 
optional extensions. The motivation do so would be to include additional information in 
the service reference (Dani, col 24, In 55-60). 
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Regarding Claim 16, applicant claims a device with the means for performing 
the method in claim 1 . This claim is substantially similar to the method of claim 1 and is 
therefore rejected based upon the same reasoning used to reject claim 1 . 

Regarding Claim 17, applicant claims a device with the means for performing 
the method in claim 1 3. This claim is substantially similar to the method of claim 1 3 and 
is therefore rejected based upon the same reasoning used to reject claim 13. 

Regarding Claim 19, Stawikowski also discloses a "server computer in a 
communication network, comprising means adapted to implement the method of 
offering a service according to Claim 1" (Stawikowski, col 5, In 9-16). 

Regarding Claim 20, Stawikowski also discloses "client computer in a 
communication network, comprising means adapted to implement the method of testing 
access according to Claim 13" (Stawikowski, col 5, In 9-16). 

Regarding Claim 22, applicant claims a "computer-readable storage medium on 
which is stored a computer executable program to implement the method of offering a 
service according to Claim 1". This claim is substantially similar to claim 1 and is 
therefore rejected based upon the same reasoning used to reject claim 1 . 
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Regarding Claim 23, applicant claims a "computer-readable storage medium on 
which is stored a computer executable program to implement the method of testing 
access according to Claim 13". This claim is substantially similar to claim 13 and is 
therefore rejected based upon the same reasoning used to reject claim 13. 

5. Claims 14, 18, 21, 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Stawikowski, US 7,159,007 (Hereinafter, Stawikowski) in view of Lonnroth et al., 
US 6,826,597 (Hereinafter, Lonnroth). 

Regarding Claim 14, Stawikowski also discloses "method of validating a 
message received by an intermediate computer in a communication network, from a 
service description document comprising a description of a processing functionality 
implemented during a preprocessing or the post-processing of data in XML format of the 
message exchanged during the execution of a service on the communication network". 
Specifically, The communication system described in this invention uses a service 
description document 61 that describes the capabilities of one or several WEB services 
21 (Stawikowski, col 5, In 35-40). 

Stawikowski also discloses "acquiring the message at the intermediate 
computer". Specifically, intermediate equipment operatively connected to the 
automation equipment and the remote equipment (Stawikowski, claim 19). 

Stawikowski also discloses "extracting from the service description document, 
the description of a service associated with the document". Specifically, that describes 



Application/Control Number: 10/790,847 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2175 

the capabilities of one or several WEB services 21, 21' on automation equipment 10, in 
other words that describes the WEB services that automation equipment 10 is capable 
of supplying or offering (Stawikowski, col 5,ln 35-45). 

Stawikowski also discloses "extracting a processing from the message received". 
Specifically, a service description document 61 specifies a set of requests (request 
name, nature and name of parameters, request attributes) (Stawikowski, col 5, In 65 - 
col 6, In 5). 

Stawikowski also discloses "acquiring from said service description document at 
least one imperative value associated with a property of the processing". Specifically, a 
service description document 61 specifies a set of requests (request name, nature and 
name of parameters, request attributes) (Stawikowski, col 5, In 65 - col 6, In 5). 

Stawikowski also discloses "verifying whether said imperative value is included in 
a list of values which can be attributed to a property supported by said processing 
functionality described in the service description document". Specifically, a service 
description document 61 specifies a set of requests (request name, nature and name of 
parameters, request attributes) (Stawikowski, col 5, In 65 - col 6, In 5). 

Lonnroth also discloses "reading the value associated with a property adapted to 
specify whether the processing is executed before or after the sending of said 
message". Specifically, the XML document generated by pre-processor 240 in 
response to a service request is referred to herein as a XML request document. The 
XML request document includes links that identify the information sources that 
correspond to the requested service. As shall be described in greater detail hereafter, 
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the XML document may also include metadata, inserted by the pre-processor 240, that 
is used by the various components of post processor 244 (Lonnroth, col 5, In 30-52). 

Lonnroth also discloses "executing said processing when said value is adapted 
to specify that the processing must be executed before the sending of the message". 
Specifically, the XML document generated by pre-processor 240 in response to a 
service request is referred to herein as a XML request document. The XML request 
document includes links that identify the information sources that correspond to the 
requested service. As shall be described in greater detail hereafter, the XML document 
may also include metadata, inserted by the pre-processor 240, that is used by the 
various components of post processor 244 (Lonnroth, col 5, In 30-52). 

It would be obvious to one or ordinary skill at the time of the invention to combine 
Lonnroth with Stawikowski. The motivation to do so would be to determine whether the 
client issuing the request is authorized to issue the request (Lonnroth, col 5, In 25-30). 

Regarding Claim 18, applicant claims a device with the means for performing 
the method in claim 14. This claim is substantially similar to the method of claim 14 and 
is therefore rejected based upon the same reasoning used to reject claim 14. 

Regarding Claim 21, Stawikowski also discloses a "computer in a 
communication network, comprising means adapted to implement the method of 
validating a message according to Claim 14" (Stawikowski, col 5, In 9-16). 
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Regarding Claim 24, applicant claims a "computer-readable storage medium on 
which is stored a computer executable program to implement the method of validating a 
message according to Claim 14". This claim is substantially similar to claim 14 and is 
therefore rejected based upon the same reasoning used to reject claim 14. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ASHRAF ZAHR whose telephone number is (571)270- 
1973. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:30 am - 6 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Bashore can be reached on (571)272-4088. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



AAZ 12/18/2009 
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